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Exogenous orienting typically shows a biphasic facilitation-inhibition pattern in experiments with the traditional Posner cueing paradigm. * Prediction 1. Manual reaction time (MRT) responses will be speeded
Nevertheless, no early facilitation was found under condition with a random cue-target onset asynchrony (CTOA) chosen within a range following a valid pre-cue at short CTOAs due to the gamma
of =300 <> +1000ms (Maclnnes & Kriuger, 2015; Maclnnes, in press). This finding might be due to the specifics of the design resulting in distribution of CTOA:s.
the less likelihood of targets happening at short CTOAs (0 .. 250ms) than at longer CTOAs. Here we present the results of the replication * Prediction 2. MRT responses will be slowed following a valid pre-cue
with multiple sessions per participant and with the CTOA gamma-distributed to weight the likelihood that the range would fall within the at longer CTOAs showing a typical Inhibition of Return (IOR).
range typical of early facilitation.
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Figure 1. A structure of a trial (pre-cue invalid condition). Proportions are not preserved.
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Figure 2. MRT results show clear
IOR but no early facilitation.
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Figure 3. Individual participants are consistent in showing IOR though the onset and magnitude differ. None of the participants
shows evidence of early facilitation for pre-cue or perceptual merging during the post-cue time range.
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